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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the Invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-4, 10-15, 24-27,33, 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(E) as being 
anticipated by Kikinis- U.S. Patent Publication #2001/0043589. 

Kikinis discloses in 1J-0021 a method of connecting and placing COST 
(Connection Oriented Switched Telephony calls) to a bridging unit; connecting a data 
network line to a data network port for receiving and placing Data Network Telephony 
(DNT) calls on a data network; receiving a 1 st call from one of the COST network and 
data network; placing a 2 nd call associated with the 1 st call on the network other than the 
network on which the 1 st call is received; and dynamically converting data between the 2 
associated calls and thereby providing a continuing and dynamic telephony connection 
between a COST telephone connected to the COST network and a DNT terminal 
connected to the DNT network. In the Abstract, 3 rd sentence from the end, Kikinis 
discloses that the data network can be the Internet (packet-switched network) and the 
COST network can be any switched dedicated-connection-oriented telephone network. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5, 7, 16, 18, 19, 28, 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Kikinis in view of Chen et al, U.S. Patent # 7,092,380 . 

Chen et al disclose in col. 5, lines 38-41 that Internet phone (16) sends an IP 
address and identification code to server 36. To have similarly provided in Kikinis the 
teaching by Chen et al of transmitting a code representing an IP address would have 
been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art because both references are 
teaching telephone calls between the PSTN and Internet. For claim 7, Chen et al 
disclose DTMF in col. 8, lines 45-56. 

Claims 6,17, 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kikinis in view of Chen et al as applied to claims 4 above, and further in view of Verma 
et al, U.S. Patent Publication #2003/0224792 

Verma et al disclose that a node will listen for "advertisement" messages from other 
routers in col. 1 , lines 63 et seq. To have provided Verma et al teaching of providing 
"advertisements" in Kikinis' teaching would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art because both references are teaching phone calls between 2 
different networks and the skilled practitioner would have used common sense in 
combining these 2 references. 

Claims 8, 20, 31, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kikinis in view of Reding et al, U.S. Patent Publication #2005/0105510 

Reding discloses in TJ-0036 that a telephone call may be made in either the PSTN or 
VoIP network, and discloses a screen in lf-0147 that a server (416) may determine 
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whether or not the caller-id information is on an acceptance list! To have similarly used 
Reding et al teaching of using caller-id to determine whether a caller is on a subscription 
list in Kikinis' apparatus would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art because acceptance lists in telephony using caller-id is old and well known. 

Claims 9, 21, 32, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kikinis in view of Reding et al as applied to claim 8 above, and further in view of 
Fogel, U.S. patent Publication #2005/0143054. 

Fogel discloses in jf-0057, last sentence, that if a calling party does not 
appear in any of the user's lists, the ring tone will adapted to vocalize a distinctive ring 
tone. To have similarly provided Fogers teaching of a distinctive ring tone into Reding 
et al apparatus would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art. 

Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kikinis in 
view of Mercuriali, U.S. patent Publication #2003/0179753. 

Mercuriali discloses an adapter (48) that is "associated", i.e., coupled to, with a 
telephone (47), Fig. 1 and TJ-0027. To have similarly provide Mercuriali's teaching of 
having a routing device coupled to a telephone in Kikinis would have been obvious to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art because that practitioner would readily realize the 
portability routing device. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Creighton H. 
Smith at telephone number 571/272-7546. /) / / J 
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